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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Amendment filed 2/6/07 has been entered and as such claims 1,8-11, 15-17, 21, 23, 30-31, 33, 37-38, 
42 are amended and claim 32 is canceled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections 
set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1,3, 8-13, 18, 20-23, 25, 30-31, 33-35, 39, 41-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent No 6901276 to Skinner et al (hereinafter Skinner) in view of Rudis. 

• As per claims I, 23, Skinner discloses an information handling system (IHS) comprising: 

• A system processor (450); 

• A memory (490) coupled to the system processor (figure 4); 

• A wireless section (420), coupled to the system processor (figure 4), which is powered up to 
detect the presence of a wireless network external to the IHS (515; column 7, lines 7-21) while 
the system processor remains in a reduced power state (505; column 7, lines 15-17). 

Skinner fails to disclose an indicator. Rudis teaches an indicator (page 1, paragraph 4), coupled 
to the wireless section (display is contained in the device itself), to provide an indication to the 
user that a wireless network is present with which the IHS can communicate (page 1, paragraph 
4). An advantage of the system taught by Rudis is the ability to detect wireless activity within a 
certain range (page 1, paragraph 2; page 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of invention to modify Skinner with the indicator as taught by Rudis. 
Motivation to modify is to reduce hardware requirements and increase security. 
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• As per claims 3, 25, Skinner discloses wherein the reduced power state is a suspend state (column 
7, lines 9-12). 

• As per claims 8, 30, Rudis teaches actuating a scan switch to commence powering up the wireless 
section (page 1 , paragraph 5). 

• As per claim 9, Skinner discloses powering up the wireless section in response to a wake 
command (column 8, lines 26-28; inherent that a signal is sent to 422 to wake it from the sleep mode). 

• As per claims 10, 31, Skinner discloses including providing power to both the wireless section 
and at least one section of the IHS from a common power source (battery within 90). 

• As per claims 11,33, Skinner discloses wherein the wireless section and the system processor are 
situated in a common housing (figures 2, 4). 

• As per claims 12-13, 34-35, Rudis teaches wherein the indicator is an LED (page I, paragraph 4). 

• As per claims 1 8, 39, Rudis teaches vvherein powering up the wireless section is performed with 
auxiliary power (page 1, paragraph 4). 

• As per claims 20, 41, Rudis teaches wherein the indication is variable (page 1 , paragraph 4). 

• As per claims 21, 42, Skinner discloses wherein the powering up a wireless section step is 
performed at predetermined times (column 7, lines 1 8-37; column 8, lines 23-26), 

• As per claims 22, 43, Skinner discloses wherein the predetermined times include fixed time 
intervals (column 8, lines 23-26). 

4. Claims 4, 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Skinner in view of Rudis 
and US Patent No 7079830 to Critz et al (hereinafter Critz). 

• As per claims 4, 26, Skinner and Rudis fail to disclose a wireless card. Critz teaches wherein the 
wireless section is a wireless card (160) that plugs into the IHS (column 2, lines 57-59). An 
advantage of the system taught by Critz is the ability to monitor the status of a network connection 
more efficiently (column 1, lines 62-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time of invention to modify Skinner and Rudis with the wireless card as taught by Critz. 
Motivation to modify is to cut costs. 

5. Claims 6, 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Skinner in view of Rudis 

and US Patent Application Publication No 2004/0097257 to Lee. 

• As per claims 6, 28, Skinner and Rudis fail to disclose wherein powering up the wireless section 
is done prior to booting the IHS, Lee teaches powering up the wireless section prior to booting the 
IHS (abstract; paragraph 32). An advantage of the system taught by Lee is the ability to reduce power 
consumption (paragraphs 8-9). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to modify Skinner and Rudis with the specific powering of the wireless section as 
taught by Lee. Motivation to modify is to cut costs. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

6, Claims 15-17, 37-38 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. Prior art fails to disclose or suggest storing profile information in a memory 
accessible to the wireless section while the system processor remains in the reduced power state or 
determining if a detected network matches a network included in the profile information while the system . 
processor remains in the reduced power state. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office action. 
Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, See MPEP § 706.07(a), Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing 
date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutorj' period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Anand Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-721 1. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Mon-Fri 9AM-4PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Rehana Perveen can be reached on (571) 272-3676. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer 
Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR 
CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



